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REMARKS 

This is intended as a full and complete response to the Restriction Requirement 
dated October 1, 2004, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire 
on November 1, 2004 (1 month deadline). Please reconsider the claims pending In the 
application for reasons discussed below. 

Claims 1-15 stand restricted under 35 U.S.C. 121 and 372 as follows: 
Group I, claims 1-* and 10-11, drawn to Device. 
Group II , claims 5-9 and 1 2-1 5, drawn to Method. 
Applicant provisionally elects Group I (claims 1-4 and 10-11) with traverse. 
The Examiner states that "the inventions listed as Groups I and II do not relate to 
a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 
13.2, they lack the same or corresponding special technical feature" because the 
groups are "related as process of making and product made." The Examiner states that 
"a materially different process that does not include a step of at least one other 
conductor of the first metal plane being electrically connected to another conductor of 
the second metal plane (claim 5) could make the device of claim 1." The Examiner 
further states that "unpatentability of Group I invention would not necessarily imply 
unpatentability of Group II invention, since the device of Group I invention could be 
made by a process materially different from those of Group II invention." 

Applicant respectfully traverses this restriction requirement and submits that the 
Examiner has mischaracterized the claims and this restriction is an Improper application 
of restriction practice. A process of making and a product made by the process can be 
shown to be distinct Inventions if either or both of the following can be shown: (A) that 
the process as claimed Is not an obvious process of making the product and the 
process as claimed can be used to make other and different products; or (B) that the 
product as claimed can be made by another and materially different process. (MPEP § 
806.05(f)). Applicant submits that claim 5 does not include "a step of at least one other 
conductor of the first metal plane being electrically connected to another conductor of 
the second metal plane" and that the Examiner has mischaracterized claim 5 as to 
include such feature. Thus, Applicant submits that the Examiner has failed to show that 
the device of Group I invention could be made by a process materially different from 
those of Group II invention. 

2 

314031_1 

PAGE 16/17 * RCVD AT 11/1/2004 5:32:19 PM [Eastern Standard Timel* SVR:USPTO-ff )«RF-1/3 * DNIS:8729306 « CSID:+7136234846 * DURATION (mm-ss):04-22 



Nov-01-04 05:36pm Frora-Uoser. Patterson S Sheridan L L P. +713 623 4646 T-960 P. 004/004 F-927 

PATENT 

MB&P Docket No.: 13527 
Attorney Oodcat No.: INFW0081 

Applicant further submits that all independent claims include the same or 
corresponding special technical feature of "a second contact surface of the second 
contact being located at a greater distance, in a substrate-normal direction, from the 
substrate than a first contact surface of the first contact." Therefore, Applicant submits 
that the claims satisfy the unity of invention requirement under PCT Rule 13 as well as 
under 35 U.S.C. 121 and 372. Withdrawal of the restriction requirement is respectfully 
requested. 

Having addressed all issues set out in the Restriction Requirement, Applicant 
respectfully submits that the claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully 
request that the claims be allowed. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Randoi Read 
Registration No. 43,876 
Moser, Patterson & Sheridan, LLP. 
3040 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 1500 
Houston, TX 77056 
Telephone: (713)623-4844 
Facsimile: (713)623-4846 
Attorney for Applicant 
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